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Struc ture of Po lit i cal Suc cess Fac tors as an
In di ca tor of Po lit i cal Di rec tion in Elec toral
Sys tem De vel op ment*
Ab stract
The ar ti cle pres ents a con cep tual model of dem o cratic elec toral sys tem
de vel op ment and anal y sis of em pir i cal data on fac tors of po lit i cal suc -
cess in the elec toral sit u a tion. Var i ous par tic i pants of the elec toral pro -
cess (pop u la tion, pol i ti cians, jour nal ists, gov ern ment em ploy ees, an a -
lysts-politologists) eval u ated the po lit i cal suc cess fac tors; and com par -
a tive anal y sis of these eval u a tions made it pos si ble to de ter mine the
main vec tors (“re verse” and “ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing”) af fect ing de vi -
a tions from di rect elec toral sys tem de vel op ment in mod ern Ukraine. 
In Ukraine, for more than ten years there has been ex pe ri ence gained of 
dem o cratic elec tions. Based on this ex pe ri ence (pos i tive, as well as neg a -
tive), elec toral cam paign prac tices de velop tech nol o gies for im prove ment
of elec toral pro cess ef fi ciency. Now Ukrai nian elec tions es sen tially dif fer
from the first free elec tions of 1989 to the Parliament of the USSR. At that
time most of ac tive elec toral cam paign par tic i pants were peo ple whose po -
lit i cal ideas pushed them to help the cer tain pol i ti cian. Elec toral “head -
quar ters” of can di dates con sisted mostly of po lit i cal en thu si asts- con fed -
er ates. As a rule, a can di date and his team were “am a teurs” with out any
pro fes sional ex pe ri ence in po lit i cal ac tiv ity. 
Ten years passed, and the sit u a tion changed to tally. Now we can not
imag ine an en gi neer, sci en tist, econ o mist, doc tor, writer, worker or a taxi
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Trans lated from the Ukrai nian text “Struktura chynnykiv politychnoho uspikhu yak pokaznyk
politychnoi spriamovanosti rozvytku elektoral’noi systemy”, Sotsiolohiia: teoriia, metody, mar -
ketynh, 2002, ¹ 4, pp. 39–62. 
driver who starts elec toral cam paign hav ing no suf fi cient ex pe ri ence
and fi nan cial re sources apart from a group of con fed er ates. From pre vi -
ous elec tions to the next ones this ac tiv ity be came more pro fes sional for
pol i ti cians and their “staff” (peo ple who or ga nize elec toral ac tiv ity of a
can di date to a cer tain level of power). Now in Ukraine, elec toral cam -
paigns are or ga nized and im ple mented (more or less pro fes sion ally) by
peo ple of new pro fes sions (po lit i cal tech nol o gists, im age mak ers, poll -
sters, PR-agents) when they es tab lish tem po rary un ions or reg is tered
or ga ni za tions (com pa nies, agen cies, cen ters, foun da tions). Func tions
of these pro fes sion als are to pre pare and con duct an elec toral cam paign
for a pol i ti cian who pays but not whose pro po nents they are. A part of the
PR-agen cies’ work re lates to so cio log i cal in ves ti ga tions pro vid ing pol i ti -
cians and their teams with the nec es sary feed back — in for ma tion about
pub lic opin ion that makes it pos si ble to cor rect if not the po lit i cal po si -
tion but at least dec la ra tions and a way of be hav ior pro mot ing pol i ti -
cian’s suc cess ful ex is tence in the po lit i cal arena.
So what en sures the de sired vic tory of po lit i cal elec tions in the mod -
ern so ci ety? Which fac tors de ter mine po lit i cal suc cess at the cur rent
stage of elec toral sys tem de vel op ment in Ukraine? Af ter all, what de ter -
mines an elec toral choice of an or di nary per son who ap proaches a bal -
lot-box — his or her own in ter ests (be ing re al ized in a free dem o cratic
choice) or achieve ments and pos si bil i ties of elec toral tech nol o gies
be ing de vel oped and ap plied due to suf fi cient in vest ments and mak ing
pos si ble to win elections for practically every rich one. 
Anal y sis of these as pects needs dis cus sions on gen eral laws of dem o -
cratic elec toral sys tem de vel op ment and em pir i cal re search of po lit i cal
elec toral suc cess fac tors the struc ture of which could re veal the spe cific
fea tures of dem o cratic elec toral development in Ukraine.
Vec tors of Po lit i cal De vel op ment
in the Dem o cratic Elec toral Sys tem
Po lit i cal sci ences gen er ally ac cept the con cept that one of the prin ci -
pal cri te ria of dem o cratic de vel op ment level in a coun try is an en sured
pos si bil ity of free elec tions based on uni ver sal suf frage that gives ev ery
adult cit i zen pos si bil ity to elect (with po lit i cal com pe ti tion of a num ber of 
par ties) and to be elected [1]. Spe cific fea tures of elec toral sys tems en -
able to draw a con clu sion about ten den cies and pros pects of democratic
development in these countries.
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We think that ideal model of dem o cratic elec tions in volves two main
poles of the pro cess.
1. Po lit i cal sub jects con tend ing for be ing elected to power bod ies (po -
lit i cal par ties, po lit i cal lead ers) pres ent their pro grams to peo ple
(their strat egy and tac tics on prin ci pal po lit i cal di rec tions) that
they will carry out if they win these elec tions.
2. Elec tor ate gives their votes to the can di date (party or po lit i cal
block) whose pro gram cor re sponds with their per sonal in ter ests
(eco nomic, so cial, ideo log i cal).
So, dem o cratic elec toral sys tems gives pos si bil ity to ev ery cit i zen for
mak ing a po lit i cal choice of the po lit i cal force whose ac tiv ity will serve
im prove ment of their well-be ing (level and qual ity of life).
In other words, the key idea of rep re sen ta tive de moc racy is a pos si bil -
ity for ev ery cit i zen in the coun try to make their ra tio nal choice of the
one who will rep re sent their in ter ests in power bod ies in or der to en sure
that fur ther pol icy will be car ried out ac cord ing to these in ter ests (first of
all, eco nomic). Of course, this is the ideal model.
Analyzing prospects of democratic systems development, American
politologist I. McAllister writes that in most parliamentary concepts the
dominant model is “more voices are given to party platforms than to
personal qualities” [2, p. 280]. But there are no countries where electoral 
process totally correspond to these rational principles, especially at the
first stages of their development.
Any tran si tion to a new so cial and po lit i cal sys tem (from to tal i tar ian
to dem o cratic, in par tic u lar) sup poses the start from re jec tion of old
means and meth ods for achiev ing key po si tions in power bod ies. This
pro cess even if seems to be mild (“vel vet”) is never pain less. Firstly, it deals
with in ter ests of a part of so ci ety, as a rule, it is elite (first of all, those who
held posts in the old po lit i cal sys tem). Sec ondly, po lit i cal forces play ing
ac tive roles in trans for ma tions of so cial, po lit i cal, con sti tu tional and le -
gal con di tions of so cial life usu ally do not have enough ex pe ri ence and
knowl edge of gov ern men tal work when these trans for ma tions be gin.
Hav ing in mind de moc ra ti za tion of so ci ety by im ple men ta tion of rep -
re sen ta tive de moc racy prin ci ples, ac tive forces of so ci ety (po ten tial of
new power) think of the ideal model for elec toral sys tems and, as a rule,
un dergo some ro man tic stage of the sys tem de vel op ment.
At this stage, in ter ests of those who par tic i pate in rad i cal so cial trans -
for ma tions are con cen trated on de struc tion of old state ma chine (this ma -
chine more or less re sists). New ac tors of the po lit i cal pro cess (in clud ing
elec toral one) are, as a rule, am a teurs with out suf fi cient train ing and
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knowl edge nec es sary for tak ing up new po lit i cal posts. So, the main fea -
tures of the first stage of dem o cratic elec toral sys tem de vel op ment mak ing 
it pos si ble to de ter mine as ro man tic are the fol low ing: 1) per sonal en thu si -
asm (that com pen sate lack of pro fes sional train ing and ex pe ri ence in car -
ry ing out of elec toral cam paigns); 2) choice mo ti va tion de ter mined by so -
cial and his tor i cal aims; 3) es sen tial free dom from so cial con trol (lack of the
cor re spond ing laws; in de pend ence not only from the pre vi ous gov ern -
ment ap pa ra tus but also from so cial links and ob li ga tions which bur -
dened “new pol i ti cians” at their pre vi ous so cial po si tions; weak en ing
value-nor ma tive reg u la tion of so cial re la tions, etc.). Ro man tic stage is ac -
com pa nied by an il lu sion that the coun try hit the road of dem o cratic
trans for ma tions, and it only needs some time for sta bi li za tion. 
No doubt, a di rect tran si tion from the ro man tic model to the ra tio nal
one would be the short est way of the dem o cratic elec toral sys tem es tab -
lish ment. Un for tu nately, lack of sta ble le gal ba sis and dif fer ently di -
rected in ter ests (both long-term and im me di ate) of var i ous par tic i pa tors
in this po lit i cal pro cess start up mech a nisms that form other vec tors of
the elec toral model de vel op ment. In our opin ion, there are two dom i nant
vec tors: “re verse” and “ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing” among all pos si ble that 
take aside from the di rect de moc ra ti za tion way. 
In con di tions of post-com mu nist trans for ma tion, the re verse vec tor
means grad ual in volve ment of old elec toral ma chine (that seems to be al -
ready given up) into a new elec toral sys tem. First of all, we talk about ad -
min is tra tive in flu ence on elec toral pro cesses that be comes ac cepted
with wide op por tu ni ties. The ideal re verse model is to tal ad min is tra tive
con trol over elec toral pro cesses. This vec tor is di rected op po sitely to the
ra tio nal dem o cratic model de vel op ment. Pos si bil ity of its dom i nance is
de ter mined by the num ber of cit i zens whose eco nomic in ter ests co in -
cides with paternalist pol icy of the coun try and with ex is tence of po lit i cal 
forces (lead ers and par ties) pro grams of which de clare the cor re spond -
ing aims. Some in di rect im pact on the vec tor’s de vel op ment is pro duced
by so cial and po lit i cal un cer tainty of the mass con scious ness (po lit i cal
anomy). Po lit i cal anomy is char ac ter ized by a big part of cit i zens who
have not iden ti fied their long-term eco nomic in ter ests and by un cer tain
po lit i cal po si tions of can di dates (par ties and blocks with po lit i cal plat -
forms and strat e gies that could not be un der stood not only by elec tor ate
but of ten even by lead ers of these par ties). 
If we talk about mod ern elec toral tech nol o gies, then the re verse model 
needs them only for turn ing the elec toral sys tem de vel op ment back — to
the di rec tion where as a re sult we have the only (mem o ra ble) “elec toral
tech nol ogy” — dic tate of the state ma chine. 
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While an elec toral sys tem trans forms dem o crat i cally: the po lit i cal
field dif fer en ti ates, mod ern elec toral tech nol o gies de velop as so cial and
psy cho log i cal means for in flu enc ing elec tors, var i ous par tic i pants of the
elec toral pro cess get used to them, then the next vec tor of elec toral sys -
tem de vel op ment be comes ev i dent. It could be de ter mined as “ma nip u -
la tive-mys ti fy ing”. Here we un der stand mys ti fi ca tion as “de lib er ate de -
cep tion of some body” by “ini ti ated” ones [3, p. 822]. The rea son why this
vec tor ap pears and its in di ca tors re late to im me di ate in ter ests and ad -
van tages of var i ous sub jects tak ing part in po lit i cal pro cesses (or di nary
elec tors and po lit i cal lead ers, rep re sen ta tives of the mass me dia and
other groups of cor po rate in ter ests). We re fer mostly to ma te rial in ter ests 
that, within mar ket econ omy, have a very clear equiv a lent — money. Ori -
en ta tion to im me di ate prag matic in ter ests (money), on the one hand, and
lack of le gal and moral so cial con trol, on the other hand, forms “force
lines” of the field set ting up the ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing vec tor of the
elec toral sys tem de vel op ment. 
What is the dif fer ence be tween an im me di ate prag matic in ter est and
a long-term eco nomic one? 
When we talk about real eco nomic in ter ests of peo ple, first of all, we re -
fer to guar an teed in come sources that pro vide them with the level and way 
of life the peo ple ex pect. For some of them, these in come sources re late to
mar ket econ omy be cause their ma te rial sta tus de pends on en tre pre neur -
ship. Oth ers more de pend on gov ern men tal so cial guar an tees of ac cept -
able level of life. This is more of ten true for peo ple with lim ited work ing
abil i ties (pen sion ers, dis abled, etc.) and those who sim ply do not want to
spend their time and ef forts on la bor in ten sive well-paid job, they think
that qual ity of life is more de ter mined by free time than ma te rial well-be -
ing. When peo ple re al ize their long-term eco nomic in ter ests, this pushes
them to the cor re spond ing po lit i cal choice — to sup port can di dates (or
par ties) with clear and con sis tent at ti tude to wards prin ci pal trans for ma -
tions in so cial, eco nomic and po lit i cal spheres. Such in ter ests of peo ple
are di rected to sta bil ity and ris ing qual ity of life in the fu ture. Pos si ble in -
come sources are as sessed ac cord ing to their sustain ability and, as a re -
sult, se cure pros pects in the fu ture. Long-term eco no mic in ter ests dif fer -
en ti ate cit i zens as to their so cial and po lit i cal pre f er ences.
Im me di ate prag matic in ter ests force peo ple to use any in come sour -
ces that you can get to day, be cause you do not know what will be to mor -
row. “Grab and run” — this prin ci ple of im me di ate ad van tage leads to the 
elec toral sit u a tion when var i ous sub jects of po lit i cal pro cess at tach
them selves to the po lit i cal force from which they can get some thing, it
does not mat ter what, it mat ters that it would be “here and now”.
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Elec tors who have not iden ti fied their long-term eco nomic in ter ests,
on the one hand, and fuzzy po lit i cal po si tions of can di dates, on the other
hand, form so cial and po lit i cal ba sis of the “ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing”
vec tor. The higher un cer tainty of so cial and po lit i cal ba sis is ob served,
the more in tense im pact of the ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing vec tor lead ing to 
de vi a tions from dem o cratic way of de vel op ment. 
The very im por tant char ac ter is tic of the ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing vec -
tor is its in sta bil ity. The vec tor is al ways ready to change its di rec tion and
forms per ma nent de vi a tions (var i ously di rected) from the main way. As a
re sult, gen eral de vel op ment of elec toral sys tem does not go di rectly from
the ro man tic stage to the ra tio nal one, its way is rather wind ing. The
weaker main vec tor and the stron ger and more chang ing the ma nip u la -
tive-mys ti fy ing one, the lon ger and more wind ing way is ahead the elec -
toral sys tem for ma tion, the way with pos si bil ity of re turn ing to the old
elec toral sys tem.
For spe cific pe ri ods of time, di rec tions of the ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing
vec tor de pend on “force lines” — in ter ests of those who par tic i pate (ac -
tors and agents) in the elec toral pro cess.
Par tic i pa tors (Ac tors and Agents) of Elec toral Pro cess
Among par tic i pa tors of elec toral pro cess con sist ing of all cit i zens
pos sess ing the suf frage, we would like to pick out ac tive so cial sub jects
whose ac tiv ity re lates to pur pose ful im pact on elec toral choice — ac tors
and agents.
The set of ac tors in cludes the main par tic i pa tors of elec toral pro cess
who di rectly af fect the elec tion re sults:
— Elec tor ate (pop u la tion struc tured ac cord ing to their po lit i cal pre f -
er ences and lev els of their cer tainty on po lit i cal choice) rep re sented
on the elec toral scene by elec tors who give their votes to a can di -
date (on the day of elec tions), and by pub lic opin ion as a set of po lit -
i cal pref er ences (ac cord ing to the data of so cio log i cal sur veys);
— Pol i ti cians — po lit i cal par ties, blocks and their lead ers be ing can -
di dates (in dem o cratic coun tries po lit i cal ca reer of them is di rectly
con nected with their elec toral suc cess).
As a dem o cratic elec toral sys tem de vel ops, the pre-elec toral pro cess
starts to in volve other ac tive par tic i pa tors (not only ac tors). They are
agents of elec toral pro cess. While an a lyz ing neg a tive (col lat eral) as -
pects of po lit i cal field de vel op ment dur ing the de moc ra ti za tion, French
so ci ol o gist P. Cham pagne writes about for ma tion of cer tain so cial sub -
jects pre tend ing to an ac tive in volve ment into elec toral pro cesses. “The
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po lit i cal ‘de moc ra ti za tion’ pro cess seems to be strongly con nected to au -
ton omy and grow ing in ner dif fer en ti a tion, that is to emer gence and de -
vel op ment of sub-fields be ing also rather au ton o mous so cial agents —
po lit i cal jour nal ists, politologists, poll ing spe cial ists, com mu ni ca tion
ex perts, etc., who more or less di rectly take part in a po lit i cal game with
their own ways, in ter ests, and spe cific bids”. [4, p. 32]. The au thor of
“Mak ing Opin ion: New Po lit i cal Game” mostly pays his at ten tion to the
neg a tive as pects of “new agents” ac tiv ity (the politologist and a “whole
set of spe cial ists-pro fes sion als in in ter pre ta tion and ma nip u la tion”).
“Dom i nance of these agents who pre tend to a sci en tific ap proach, di -
rectly take part in the po lit i cal game al ways want ing to have neu tral and
ob jec tive point of view on this game is to be the most im por tant ob sta cle
for the true sci en tific anal y sis” [4, p. 33]. Crit i cal anal y sis by P. Cham -
pagne is based on the real prac tice (elec tions in France) and so mainly fo -
cused on the real prac ti cal prob lems re lated to ac tiv ity of agents of po lit i -
cal field. How ever, a the o ret i cal ra tio nal model of elec toral sys tem re -
gards agents of elec toral field as nec es sary el e ments with con struc tive
func tions. In our opin ion, agents of elec toral pro cess are meant for pro -
duc tive com mu ni ca tion be tween elec tors and pol i ti cians. Within the
ideal ra tio nal model of elec toral sys tem de vel op ment, pol i ti cians need
ob jec tive in for ma tion about so cial and psy cho log i cal char ac ter is tics of
elec tor ate (their in ter ests, needs, opin ions, value ori en ta tions, spe cific
fea tures of their per cep tion of pol i ti cians and po lit i cal sit u a tions), and
elec tors need clear un der stand ing of ac tors’ po lit i cal po si tions, per sonal 
and busi ness qual i ties of pol i ti cians in or der to make the ra tio nal
choice. Pro gres sive role of agents is that they pro mote po lit i cal com mu -
ni ca tion de vel op ment (they draw and use knowl edge from sci en tific
spheres, so ci ol ogy and psy chol ogy in par tic u lar, they im ple ment and de -
velop tech ni cal means of ef fi cient com mu ni ca tion, etc.). An other thing
that in re al ity agents’ ac tiv ity be ing af fected by prag matic in ter ests of
peo ple who per form func tions of so cial agents of elec toral pro cess be -
comes ma nip u la tive and its ef fi ciency sig nif i cantly de pends on a num -
ber of mystifying attributes.
For ex am ple, we can dis cuss the fol low ing mys ti fy ing at trib ute of the
elec toral scene: “po lit i cal rat ing”. Pub li ca tion of po lit i cal rat ings dur ing
an elec toral cam paign al ways brings up in tense emo tions and hot dis -
cus sions. Peo ple talk about trust and dis trust in so cio log i cal sur veys as
a whole and the pub lished rat ings in par tic u lar. In his work “Polls and
Elec tions”, D. But ler writes: “De spite pub lic dis trust in poll ing re sults,
there is no better way to bring all par tic i pants of elec toral pro cess on the
scene. Pol i ti cians and jour nal ists are full of de sire to know pub lic opin -
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ions: they want to find their po si tions in ad vance and tune to what can
hap pen” [5. p. 238]. If it is con sid ered ra tio nally, a po lit i cal rat ing is an
in di ca tor of pop u lar ity and suc cess of var i ous po lit i cal sub jects, and
reg u lar in for ma tion about it helps these sub jects to com pare re sults of
their ac tiv ity with pub lic opin ion dy nam ics. Dur ing elec toral cam -
paigns, rat ings usu ally be come a mat ter of cult for most elec toral par tic -
i pa tors. For pol i ti cians, the pub lished rat ing can be a “fright” or a “ban -
ner”, for po lit i cal jour nal ists, it could be an ob ject of in vo ca tion. They
start ask ing so ci ol o gists to bring up a “fig ure” (“if you can not then you
are not so ci ol o gists”), and then by com par ing these “fig ures” they openly
de mand from so ci ol o gists re pen tance, di vi sion into “clean” and “dirty”,
they man i fest their “true” de sire to “un der stand” how dif fer ent so ci ol o -
gists got dif fer ent “fig ures”. Ra tio nal ex pla na tions about dif fer ent kinds
of sur veys and other pro fes sional as pects that were many times re peated 
and de scribed spe cially for jour nal ists are still be yond their com pre hen -
sion. Also jour nal ists can not un der stand ev i dent po lit i cal un cer tainty of 
po si tions for most com pet ing par ties and blocks. Such fuzzy and chang -
ing po lit i cal plat forms can not give sta ble po lit i cal pref er ences among
elec tors; as a re sult, they can not be reg is tered by sta ble “fig ures”. They
do not want to see dif fer ences be tween so ci ol o gists (sci en tists who study
so ci ety de vel op ment) and poll sters (spe cial ists-tech nol o gists who con -
duct polls). We think this is no mere chance: so ci ol o gists rep re sent sci -
en tific im par tial ity and ob jec tiv ity, while poll sters con sider rat ings of
com pet ing po lit i cal ac tors to be the “phi los o phers’ stone” that they have
to ob tain at this elec toral part of so ci ety life oth er wise they will die po lit i -
cally and financially. 
So if ac tors of elec toral pro cess re veal the poles of elec toral sys tem de -
vel op ment: “to tal i tar ian” — “dem o cratic”, then agents mostly form the
ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing vec tor which strength and di rec tion in flu ence
the wind ing char ac ter of dem o cratic way in elec toral sys tem de ve l op ment.
Among such agents we can men tion the fol low ing main so cial cat e go -
ries.
1. Gov ern ment of fi cials be ing on high po si tions in ex ec u tive power
bod ies. This group can be con sid ered as an agent of elec toral pro -
cess due to the fol low ing in di ca tions. Firstly, they have their prag -
matic in ter ests be cause, de spite the fact that po lit i cal suc cess in
ex ec u tive bod ies is de ter mined more by pro mo tions and posts
than by elec tion suc cess, each of them cares about the elec tion re -
sults: it re ally mat ters who will come in power, their fu ture pro mo -
tions (or dis missal) def i nitely will de pend on the elected one. Sec -
ondly, be ing bosses in ex ec u tive bod ies, these peo ple pos sess the
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cor re spond ing ad min is tra tive re sources that could be used for
elec toral cam paigns. 
2. Rep re sen ta tives of the mass me dia, jour nal ists (po lit i cal cor -
re spon dents) work ing in the “elec toral field” and fa cil i tat ing com -
mu ni ca tion of the main ac tors of elec toral pro cess in pub li ca tions, 
tele vi sion and ra dio pro grams.
3. An a lysts (politologists) and tech nol o gists con duct ing an a lyt i -
cal and ser vice work dur ing elec toral cam paigns. 
We con sider as an a lysts (politologists) all qual i fied spe cial ists who
con duct sci en tific anal y sis of elec toral as pects (so ci ol o gists, po lit i cal
psy chol o gists, his to ri ans, econ o mists, phi los o phers, po lit i cal cor re -
spon dents, etc.) and have sci en tific pub li ca tions in this field. Tech nol o -
gists are those who work in PR-com pa nies and other ser vices for ap pli -
ca tion of elec toral tech nol o gies in or der to im prove chances of any can di -
date who asked them for this and pays for this work. 
Is it true to re gard an a lysts, who con duct an a lyt i cal work and pre tend
to sci en tific im par tial ity and ob jec tiv ity, for a place that is over any elec -
toral scenes, as agents of the elec toral field and put them to gether with
tech nol o gists into the same cat e gory? The fol low ing state ments will con -
firm our pos i tive an swer to this ques tion.
First, an a lysts work ing on the elec toral scene con sist of sci en tists-
 spe cial ists (who have got a proper pro fes sional train ing and se ri ous sci -
en tific pub li ca tions in this field) as well as ac tive “im pos tors” pre tend -
ing to be sci en tists (with out pro fes sional ed u ca tion and pro fes sional
pub li ca tions). It is not nec es sary to prove that dur ing elec toral cam -
paigns there ap pear a lot of “an a lysts” with out any qual i fi ca tion apart
from en ter pris ing abil i ties and de sire for gain ing po lit i cal and, even
more, fi nan cial cap i tal. As it usu ally hap pens namely they reg is ter a cen -
ter with the cor re spond ing name, call them selves “politologists” or “so ci -
ol o gists” and plunge into elec toral pro cesses as “an a lysts”. With the help 
of the prin ci pal so cial cap i tal of sci en tists (pub lic trust in sci ence as a
whole, in its ob jec tiv ity and un bi ased char ac ter), they have a num ber of
ad van tages com par ing to sci en tists: their de vel oped feel ing of po lit i cal
and mass me dia con junc ture; their lex i con and logic that are closer to
wide range of con sum ers than a sci en tific lan guage; the fac tor of prag -
matic (fi nan cial) mo ti va tion. That is why they are of ten in the avant-
 garde of the mass me dia space of elec toral com mu ni ca tions. Lack of pro -
fes sional knowl edge in pub lic speeches is even better for am a teurs:
there are no spec i fy ing di gres sions, grounds ex plain ing lim its of con clu -
sions and other things that ir ri tate jour nal ists be cause or di nary peo ple
per ceive them as dull and ob scure. So de spite ev i dent dif fer ence be tween 
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spe cial ists and “im pos tors” (pres ence or ab sence of pro fes sional qual i fi -
ca tion and sci en tific pub li ca tions), both have the same so cial cap i tal in
pub lic opin ion as well as the same im age on the pub lic elec toral scene –
“sci en tific com pe tence and ob jec tiv ity of analysts”. 
Sec ond, even if we deal with com pe tent an a lysts who pres ent their ob -
jec tive anal y sis dur ing elec toral cam paigns, their state ments and prog -
no ses “work” for cer tain po lit i cal forces. Also bi ased “trans mit ters”
spread out the re sults of this anal y sis (car ried out in elec toral rush). 
So, an a lysts work ing as politologists and talk ing to the pub lic dur ing
elec toral cam paigns must be con sid ered be long ing to the same group of
in flu ence as tech nol o gists — rep re sen ta tives of PR-ser vice, ad ver tis ers,
po lit i cal con sul tants, etc.
Em pir i cal Re search of the
Elec toral Po lit i cal Suc cess Fac tors in Ukraine 
The re search goal was to re veal the spe cific fea tures of dem o cratic
elec toral sys tem de vel op ment in Ukraine bas ing on com par a tive as sess -
ment of po lit i cal elec toral suc cess fac tors (we talk about ap prais als for
dif fer ent par tic i pants of electoral process).
Or ga ni za tional and Me thod i cal Fea tures
of List Com po si tion of Po lit i cal Suc cess Fac tors 
The first stage of the em pir i cal re search was to com pose a list of po lit i -
cal suc cess fac tors. Un for tu nately, we could not find any di rect stud ies
on this topic in ac ces si ble stores. That is why we de cided to ask for opin -
ions (about po lit i cal suc cess in elec toral cam paigns) of the main com pe -
tent par tic i pants of elec toral pro cess: pol i ti cians, gov ern ment of fi cials,
jour nal ists (po lit i cal com men ta tors), and an a lysts (sci en tists study ing
po lit i cal so ci ol ogy and politology). We were in ter ested in their opin ion
about po lit i cal suc cess as a whole and about the role of so ci ol ogy in elec -
toral cam paigns in par tic u lar (as we know it is usually reduced to cal cu -
la tion and publication of political ratings). 
Un for tu nately, pub lic and po lit i cal in ter est in so ci ol ogy es pe cially if
we talk about pol i ti cians and po lit i cal cor re spon dents of the mass me dia 
is “sea son able”: it rises sharply dur ing elec toral cam paigns and goes
down af ter the elected have taken up their desired posts. 
Tak ing into ac count the grown in ter est in elec toral as pects dur ing
such pe ri ods, De part ment of Socio-Po lit i cal Pro cesses (In sti tute of So ci -
ol ogy, NAS of Ukraine) con ducted the “Po lit i cal Suc cess: Cri te ria, Sub -
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jects, Fac tors” round ta ble in Oc to ber 1999 (be fore the elec tions for the
Pres i dent of Ukraine). Among par tic i pants there were spe cial ists on po -
lit i cal so ci ol ogy and so cial psy chol ogy, pol i ti cians, po lit i cal cor re spon -
dents from the mass me dia. Af ter the opin ions of the par tic i pants were
an a lyzed, there was com posed a list of po lit i cal suc cess fac tors. The list
in cludes the fac tors that (in opin ion of qual i fied specialists) affect po lit i -
cal success of candidates in electoral campaigns:
— Plenty of fi nan cial op por tu ni ties;
— Abil i ties in dem a gogy and pop u lism; 
— At trac tive im age (good look, speech, man ners); 
— Per sonal leader’s cha risma; 
— Leader’s striv ing for the power; 
— Wide ac cess to the mass me dia; 
— Plenty of ad min is tra tive op por tu ni ties;
— Qual i fied head quar ters and team; 
— Suc cess ful pre vi ous ac tiv ity and good rep u ta tion; 
— Ap pli ca tion of “dirty” po lit i cal tech nol o gies to com pet i tors (li bel,
fal si fi ca tion, etc.); 
— Clear and con sec u tive po lit i cal po si tion (re flect ing in ter ests of cer -
tain groups of pop u la tion); 
— Mem ber ship of real po lit i cal force (real party); 
— Po lit i cal rat ing (cal cu lated ac cord ing to pub lic opin ion polls and
pub lished in the mass me dia); 
— Lucky con course of cir cum stances (lucky chance).
Some of these factors characterize a rational model of electoral pro -
cess (for example, “clear and consecutive political position reflecting
interests of certain groups of population”). They help electors to make a
purposeful choice. Other factors more relate to manipulative procedures 
(like “application of ‘dirty’ political technologies to competitors”) and
possibilities for their realization (“plenty of financial opportunities”).
Side by side with the factors characterizing the main vector of demo -
cratic electoral system development, there is a factor related to the re -
verse development — “plenty of administrative opportunities”. We can
understand how the administrative power can be essential in the elec -
tion results when we see the total failure of the free democratic election
idea and, as a result, a grown influence of the reverse vector on demo -
cratic development as a whole.
The next stage of the em pir i cal re search was aimed to get an ex pert as -
sess ment of ev ery fac tor’s in flu ence on po lit i cal suc cess of can di dates in
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elec toral cam paigns. A group of ex perts con sisted of all ac tive par tic i pants 
of elec toral pro cess clas si fied as qual i fied and un qual i fied ex perts. In the
group of qual i fied ex perts, we in cluded the fol low ing ac tors and agents:
pol i ti cians (with ex pe ri ence of elec toral suc cess), gov ern ment of fi cials
(with ex pe ri ence of “ap point ment” po lit i cal suc cess), an a lysts (sci en tists
who pro fes sion ally study elec toral top ics), and jour nal ists (po lit i cal cor re -
spon dents work ing in the mass me dia). In this case, from our point of
view, un qual i fied ex pert is pop u la tion (as a po ten tial elec tor ate).
Sam ple
Sam pling set of qual i fied ex perts con sisted of 100 peo ple: 25 pol i ti -
cians (dep u ties of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine rep re sent ing all frac -
tions and cho sen pro por tion ally to the num ber of mem bers of each frac -
tion in the Par lia ment on the date of the in ter view); 25 gov ern ment of fi -
cials whose posts are heads of min is try di vi sion or higher; 25 jour nal ists
(po lit i cal cor re spon dents of the most pop u lar TV pro grams and pe ri od i -
cal press); 25 po lit i cal an a lysts (sci en tists with pub li ca tions on electoral
topics in professional journals).
The ran dom sam ple of Ukrai nian pop u la tion (po ten tial elec tor ate)
con sisted of 1810 re spon dents rep re sent ing the adult pop u la tion of
Ukraine with re spect to ob lasts, place of res i dence (city, town, vil lage),
sex, age, and level of ed u ca tion within every oblast. 
Meth ods
Meth ods for eval u a tion of po lit i cal suc cess fac tors im ply the ques tion:
“In your opin ion, to what ex tent do the fol low ing fac tors af fect po lit i -
cal suc cess in elec toral cam paigns?” with the en closed list of 14 items —
fac tors of po lit i cal suc cess, each of them has to be eval u ated ac cord ing
to the 11-point scale (from 0 point — “Does not af fect” to 10 points — “To
the high est ex tent”) keep ing in mind the in flu ence of this fac tor on po lit i -
cal suc cess in electoral campaigns.
These meth ods were in cluded in the ex pert ques tion ing and the pub lic
poll con ducted by the In sti tute of So ci ol ogy of the NAS of Ukraine within
the “Ukrai nian So ci ety at the Gate way to the 21st Cen tury” pro gram. 
Apart from the main meth ods, an ex pert ques tion naire con tained
ques tions about their at ti tude to so cio log i cal sur veys (trust, ref er ences
to re sults, etc.) and or ga ni za tions con duct ing pub lic opinion polls.
The ques tion naire for pop u la tion (apart from ev ery-year mon i tor ing
ones) in cluded ques tions about po lit i cal choice of re spon dents in the
elec toral cam paign of 1999 (elec tions of the Pres i dent of Ukraine): “For
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whom did you vote?” (In the 1st and 2nd rounds), and the open ques tion
about their mo ti va tion — “What mostly affected your choice?”
Re spon dents filled ques tion naires on their own. In our opin ion, ab -
sence of in ter view ers served to pro vide more con fi dence in an swers to the 
ques tions about po lit i cal choice.
The peak of elec toral suc cess de ter mined the time of the sur vey: just
af ter the Pres i den tial Elec tions; the ex pert ques tion ing was con ducted
in the end of No vem ber — be gin ning of De cem ber 1999; the pub lic poll —
in January 2000.
The Re sults of Sur vey
Eval u a tion of Po lit i cal Suc cess Fac tors
by Dif fer ent Par tic i pants of Elec toral Process
Com par a tive anal y sis of as sess ments on po lit i cal suc cess fac tors re -
vealed that both, pop u la tion and qual i fied ex perts, have a gen eral idea
about the main fac tors de ter min ing can di date’s elec tion vic tory. Both ex -
perts and pop u la tion give the high est ranks to the fol low ing fac tors:
plenty of ad min is tra tive op por tu ni ties; plenty of fi nan cial op por tu ni ties; 
wide ac cess to the mass me dia; qual i fied head quar ters and team (see Ta -
ble 1). There are dif fer ences in as sess ments made by ex perts rep re sent -
ing dif fer ent par tic i pants of po lit i cal pro cess. For ex am ple, jour nal ists
give the high est ap praisal of the “wide ac cess to the mass me dia” fac tor
and rather low as sess the “suc cess ful pre vi ous ac tiv ity and good rep u ta -
tion” of can di dates. Pol i ti cians, like pop u la tion, give the first place to the
“plenty of fi nan cial op por tu ni ties” fac tor. Gov ern ment of fi cials as sess
“qual i fied head quar ters and team” as the most important. Analysts
think that the first place has to be taken by “plenty of administrative
opportunities”. 
The less in flu en tial fac tors in elec toral com pe ti tion (ac cord ing to the
re sults of ex pert and pub lic polls) are “po lit i cal luck” and “po lit i cal man -
age ment”, pub li ca tion of po lit i cal rat ings, in par tic u lar. Both in ex pert’s
and peo ple’s opin ions pub li ca tion of po lit i cal rat ings cal cu lated as a re -
sult of pub lic opin ion sur veys has an in sig nif i cant im pact on can di date’s 
po lit i cal suc cess. We would like to men tion that such a low ap praisal
does not cor re spond to the ideas of leg is la tors who in cluded a two-week
mor a to rium on pub li ca tion of sociological survey results in the Law on
Elections. 
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Ta ble 1
As sess ment of Po lit i cal Suc cess Fac tors
by Dif fer ent Par tic i pants of Elec toral Pro cess*
Fac tors of po lit i cal 
suc cess
How does this fac tor af fect suc cess in an elec toral cam paign:
As sess ment ac cord ing to the 11-point scale from 0 to 10 points
Gov ern -
ment of fi -
cials
Pol i ti cians
Jour na l -
ists
An a lysts
Ex perts
in a
whole
Ukrai nian 
pop u la -
tion
Plenty of fi nan cial 
op por tu ni ties
8.26 4 8.67 1 7.95 3 7.41 3 8.11 2 8.64 1
Wide ac cess to the 
mass me dia
8.35 3 8.30 5 8.40 1 7.64 2 8.17 3 8.39 2
Plenty of ad min is -
tra tive op por tu ni -
ties
8.43 2 8.33 4 8.30 2 8.10 1 8.30 1 8.30 3
Qual i fied head -
quar ters and
team
8.52 1 8.59 2 7.45 5 7.41 4 8.04 4 8.14 4
Suc cess ful 
pre vi ous ac tiv ity
and good rep u ta -
tion
8.04 5 8.56 3 5.65 8 6.91 6 7.40 5 7.90 5
Clear and con-
secu tive po lit i cal
po si tion (re flect -
ing in ter ests of
cer tain groups of
pop u la tion)
7.57 6 7.30 6 4.80 12 5.82 7 6.47 7 6.89 6
Per sonal leader’s
cha risma
7.26 7 6.56 10 7.58 4 7.36 5 7.14 6 6.23 7
Leader’s striv ing
for the power
5.48 10 5.48 13 5.44 9 4.67 12 5.28 13 6.12 8
At trac tive im age
(good look,
speech, man-
ners)
7.00 8 6.26 12 6.10 6 5.58 10 6.30 9 6.05 9
Mem ber ship of
real po lit i cal force
(real party)
6.22 9 7.11 7 4.45 13 5.55 11 6.47 8 6.05 10
Pub lished 
rat ing
5.22 11 6.59 9 5.25 10 3.95 14 5.33 12 5.82 11
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Fac tors of po lit i cal 
suc cess
How does this fac tor af fect suc cess in an elec toral cam paign:
As sess ment ac cord ing to the 11-point scale from 0 to 10 points
Gov ern -
ment of fi -
cials
Pol i ti cians
Jour na l -
ists
An a lysts
Ex perts
in a
whole
Ukrai nian 
pop u la -
tion
Ap pli ca tion of
“dirty” po lit i cal
tech nol o gies to
com pet i tors (li bel, 
fal si fi ca tion, etc.
4.43 12 6.54 11 5.05 11 5.71 9 5.48 11 5.39 12
Abil i ties in dem a -
gogy and pop u -
lism
4.26 13 6.93 8 5.68 7 5.82 8 5.73 10 5.31 13
Lucky con course
of cir cum stances
(lucky chance)
4.26 14 4.89 14 3.75 14 4.24 13 4.33 14 4.63 14
*Fac tors were ranged ac cord ing to the pop u la tion as sess ments; the range num bers of fac tors
given by other ex pert groups are pre sented in bold. 
While com par ing fac tor struc tures by dif fer ent par tic i pants of elec -
toral pro cess, we can see the two main fea tures, which we named as
“isomorphism” and “cor po rate vari a tions”.
Isomorphism 
For dif fer ent par tic i pants of elec toral pro cess, the struc tures of po lit i -
cal suc cess fac tors are rather iso mor phic. Some of them are highly as -
sessed by all groups of ex perts (in clud ing pop u la tion as an un qual i fied
ex pert): “plenty of fi nan cial op por tu ni ties”; “plenty of ad min is tra tive op -
por tu ni ties”; “wide ac cess to the mass me dia”; “qual i fied head quar ters
and team”. Al most all the groups of ex perts as sess other fac tors sig nif i -
cantly (quite) low. For all groups, there is the same gen eral hi er ar chy of
the po lit i cal suc cess fac tors: as we have al ready men tioned, the most im -
por tant ones are ad min is tra tive and fi nan cial, then we have per sonal
fac tors, the next are fac tors of party and po lit i cal force as well as po lit i cal
man age ment, and the last one is po lit i cal luck. 
Cor po rate Vari a tions
Along with the isomorphism, there were re vealed some de vi a tions
from the “gen eral line”. They are pre sented in the pic ture that il lus trates
the data of Ta ble 1 (see Fig. 1) 
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End of Ta ble 1
Fig. 1. Il lus tra tion to the Ta ble “As sess ment of Po lit i cal Suc cess Fac tors
by Dif fer ent Par tic i pants of Elec toral Pro cess”
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0 5 10
0 5 10
Plenty of financial opportunities
Wide access to the mass media
Plenty of administrative
 opportunities
Qualified headquarters and team
Successful previous activity
 and good reputation
Clear and consecutive political
position (reflecting interests of
 certain groups of population)
Personal leader's charisma
Leader's striving for the power
Attractive image
 (good look, speech, manners)
Membership of real political force
 (real party) 
Published rating
Application of “dirty” political
 technologies to competitors 
(libel, falsification, etc.)
Abilities in demagogy
 and populism
Lucky concourse of circumstances
 (lucky chance)
Journalists
Politicians
Analysts
Experts in a whole Ukrainian population
Government officials
First of all, we would like to men tion the most com mon struc tural fea -
tures in po lit i cal suc cess fac tors as sess ment by dif fer ent par tic i pants of
elec toral pro cess.
1. Mean as sess ments of the whole group of qual i fied ex perts better
cor re spond to the as sess ments of pop u la tion than those made by
dif fer ent groups of ex perts on each fac tor of po lit i cal success.
2. The most iso mor phic fac tor struc tures are those re flect ing as sess -
ments by pop u la tion and pol i ti cians (the main ac tors of elec toral
process).
3. The most de vi at ing from the “gen eral line” as sess ments were given
by jour nal ists.
Gen eral struc tures of po lit i cal suc cess do not dif fer sig nif i cantly
among dif fer ent groups of ex perts. But there were re vealed very prin ci ple
dif fer ences on the va ri ety of as sess ments char ac ter iz ing the con sis tency 
of ex perts’ opin ion. On some fac tors, dif fer ent ex perts give rather sim i lar
as sess ments; on the oth ers, we can see their sig nif i cant vari a tions. The
mean ing of these fac tors en ables to con clude about cor po rate in ter ests
and cor po rate men tal ity of par tic i pants (actors and agents) of electoral
process. 
Cor po rate fea tures of as sess ments are seen even in choice of the first
fac tor in the range struc ture. Pop u la tion as a whole and ex perts-pol i ti -
cians gave this po si tion to the “plenty of fi nan cial op por tu ni ties”, while
jour nal ists chose the “wide ac cess to the mass me dia”, and the de ci sion
of high gov ern ment of fi cials was the “qual i fied headquarters and team”.
More detailed consideration of differences in expert assessments of
political success factors provided us with features of corporate con -
sciousness in various groups of experts. 
The most con sis tency of as sess ments dif fer ences be tween which
are of no more than 1 point we got in two cases.
1. “Plenty of ad min is tra tive op por tu ni ties” (“ad min is tra tive re sour -
ces”). Range of this fac tor is 0.3 point (from 8.1 points given by an -
a lysts to 8.4 points given by gov ern ment officials).
2. “Wide ac cess to the mass me dia”. Range of this fac tor is 1.0 (from
7.4 points given by an a lysts to 8.4 points given by jour nal ists).
Me dium con sis tency of as sess ments made by dif fer ent par tic i pants
of elec toral pro cess (when range is over 1 point but un der 2 points) can
be seen for the fol low ing six fac tors of po lit i cal suc cess.
1. “Lucky con course of cir cum stances (lucky chance)”. Range of this
fac tor is 1.1 points (from 3.8 points given by jour nal ists to 4.9
points given by pol i ti cians).
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2. “Qual i fied head quar ters and team”. Range is 1.2 points (from 7.4
points given by sci en tists-an a lysts to 8.6 points given by pol i ti -
cians).
3. “Plenty of fi nan cial op por tu ni ties”. Range is 1.3 points (from 7.4
points given by sci en tists-an a lysts to 8.7 points given by pol i ti -
cians).
4. The next three fac tors have the same range (1.4 points) but their ef -
fect on po lit i cal suc cess was eval u ated dif fer ently: “Lea der’s striv -
ing for the power” (from 4.7 points given by an a lysts to 6.1 points
given by pop u la tion); “Per sonal leader’s cha risma” (from 6.2
points given by pop u la tion to 7.6 points given by pol i ti cians), and
“At trac tive im age (good look, speech, man ners)” (from 5.6 points
given by an a lysts to 7.0 points given by government officials).
At last, low consistency of assessments made by different par tici -
pants of electoral process (range is over 2 points) was registered on the
following six factors of political success.
1. “Ap pli ca tion of ‘dirty’ po lit i cal tech nol o gies to com pet i tors (li bel, fal -
si fi ca tion, etc.)”. Range of this fac tor is 2.1 points (from 6.5 points
given by pol i ti cians to 4.4 points given by gov ern ment officials). 
2. “Mem ber ship of real po lit i cal force (real party)”. Range of this fac tor
is 2.6 points. The high est eval u a tion is 7.1 points given by pol i ti -
cians; the low est one is 4.5 points given by journalists.
3. “Abil i ties in dem a gogy and pop u lism”. Range of this fac tor is 2.6
points; the high est eval u a tion is 6.9 points given by pol i ti cians,
the low est one is 4.3 points given by gov ern ment officials.
4. “Pub lished po lit i cal rat ing”. Range of this fac tor is 2.7 points (from
6.6 points given by pol i ti cians to 3.9 points given by an a lysts).
5. “Clear and con sec u tive po lit i cal po si tion (re flect ing in ter ests of cer -
tain groups of pop u la tion)”. Range of this fac tor is 2.8 points (the
high est eval u a tion is 7.6 points given by gov ern ment of fi cials, the
low est one is 4.8 points given by journalists).
6. “Suc cess ful pre vi ous ac tiv ity and good rep u ta tion”. Range of this
fac tor is 2.9 points. It gives the max i mal va ri ety of as sess ments
(from 8.6 points given by pol i ti cians to 5.7 points given by jour na l -
ists). 
So, we can see that the most consistency in assessments was
registered on factor of administrative possibilities; the most discrepancy 
was on “Membership of real political force (real party)” and “Successful
previous activity and good reputation”.
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Fac tors tak ing the high est po si tions in struc tural hi er ar chy of all par -
tic i pants of elec toral pro cess (“plenty of ad min is tra tive op por tu ni ties”,
“plenty of fi nan cial op por tu ni ties”, and “wide ac cess to the mass me dia”)
have not only the high est fig ures of eval u a tion but are of the most con sis -
tency among all experts (“external consistency”). 
Ac cord ing to the re sults of anal y sis, in con scious ness of elec toral par -
tic i pants, “means of po lit i cal fight” are rep re sented by the one gen eral
fac tor of “ad min is tra tive-me dia-fi nan cial po ten tial”. This fact is con -
firmed by co ef fi cients of in ter nal con sis tency for these fac tors
(Cronbach’s al pha) in con scious ness of pop u la tion (α amounts to 0,80)
and con scious ness of ex perts (α = 0,69).
The most con sis tency of as sess ments is reg is tered on the “re verse”
fac tor of elec toral sys tem de vel op ment (“Plenty of ad min is tra tive op por -
tu ni ties”), while the max i mal va ri ety of as sess ments among dif fer ent
elec toral sub jects was in her ent in the fac tors form ing the “ra tio nal” and
“ma nip u la tive” vec tors of elec toral sys tem de vel op ment. In our re search, 
fac tors of the “ra tio nal” vec tor in clude the fol low ing: “Mem ber ship of real 
po lit i cal force (real party)”, “Clear and con sec u tive po lit i cal po si tion (re -
flect ing in ter ests of cer tain groups of pop u la tion)”, “Suc cess ful pre vi ous
ac tiv ity and good rep u ta tion”. Fac tors of the “ma nip u la tive” vec tor (in
our re search) in clude: “Ap pli ca tion of ‘dirty’ po lit i cal tech nol o gies to
competitors”, “Abilities in demagogy and populism”, “Published political
rating”. 
As one can see from the above-pre sented data, fac tors of the ra tio nal
vec tor are of the less con sis tency of as sess ment among all the par tic i -
pants of elec toral pro cess rep re sented by dif fer ent groups of ex perts.
How ever, these ra tio nal fac tors are of the most as sess ment con sis tency
among the main ac tors of elec toral pro cess: pop u la tion and pol i ti cians.
Pop u la tion and pol i ti cians give a high ap praisal of ra tio nal fac tors of
 political suc cess, while jour nal ists and an a lysts (agents of electoral
process) assessed them rather low. 
Gen er al iz ing cor po rate dif fer ences in as sess ments of po lit i cal suc -
cess fac tors by dif fer ent par tic i pants of elec toral pro cess (ac tors and
agents), we should pay at ten tion to the fol low ing:
1. Jour nal ists (apart from the high est and unan i mous ap praisal of
“Wide ac cess to the mass me dia”) as sess higher than other elec -
toral par tic i pants the fac tors like “Per sonal leader’s cha risma”
and “At trac tive im age (good look, speech, man ners)”. So, these qual -
i ties might be the most at trac tive for jour nal ists in their pro fes -
sional opin ion when they work with pol i ti cians in the mass me dia
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space. Man i fest ing their strong in ter est to re sults of so cio log i cal
sur veys dur ing elec tion cam paigns, jour nal ists rather low as -
sessed “Pub lished po lit i cal rat ing” as a fac tor of po lit i cal suc cess. It 
means that their at ten tion to the re sults of so cio log i cal sur veys is
more mys ti fy ing than ra tio nal by na ture. Their cor po rate in ter est
can be seen in the high ap praisal of role played by po lit i cal jour nal -
ism in elec toral pro cess.
2. Com par ing to other par tic i pants of elec toral pro cess, pol i ti cians
give the high est ap praisal to “tech no log i cal” fac tors: “Pub lished
po lit i cal rat ing”, “Ap pli ca tion of ‘dirty’ po lit i cal tech nol o gies to com -
pet i tors (li bel, fal si fi ca tion, etc.)”, “Abil i ties in dem a gogy and pop u -
lism”; and the fac tor of luck — “Lucky con course of cir cum stances
(lucky chance)”. 
3. Sci en tists-an a lysts agree with pol i ti cians giv ing the high est (in
com par i son to other par tic i pants of elec toral pro cess) ap praisal of
“Ap pli ca tion of ‘dirty’ po lit i cal tech nol o gies to com pet i tors (li bel, fal -
si fi ca tion, etc.)”. Their cor po rate in ter est could be seen in the fact
that they can help dur ing elec tion cam paign be cause they are
keep ers of knowl edge on elec toral tech nol o gies.
4. Gov ern ment of fi cials gave the first po si tion to “Qual i fied head -
quar ters and team”. They are close to pol i ti cians in their ap prais -
als of ad min is tra tive and fi nan cial fac tors but there are sig nif i cant 
dif fer ences be tween their eval u a tion of “tech no log i cal” fac tors and
those made by pol i ti cians and sci en tists. Pro fes sional in ter est of
gov ern ment of fi cials in the elec toral sit u a tion can be seen in their
high ap praisal of or ga ni za tional and ad min is tra tive pos si bil i ties.
As a whole, ex perts’ as sess ments clearly re vealed cor po rate in ter ests
that form ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing vec tors of elec toral pro cess de vel op -
ment. The stron gest ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing vec tor re lates to the agent
of elec toral pro cess named rep re sen ta tives of the mass media — political
journalists.
Mo tives of Elec toral Choice and Level
of Po lit i cal Iden ti fi ca tion of Ukrai nian Pop u la tion
Along with the meth ods of ex pert as sess ment on po lit i cal suc cess fac -
tors, the pub lic poll in cluded ques tions help ing to get in for ma tion about
the po lit i cal choice of peo ple made in the sec ond round of the Pres i den -
tial Elec tions held just be fore the poll. Due to this in for ma tion, while an -
a lyz ing fac tors of po lit i cal suc cess, we could com pare opin ions and as -
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sess ments of those voted for L. Kuchma to the ones of those who voted for 
P. Symonenko. The ques tion naire for pop u la tion in cluded an open ques -
tion about mo tives de ter mined the vote for their candidate for the Pre s i -
dent of Ukraine.
Anal y sis of the data re vealed cer tain (sta tis ti cally sig nif i cant) dif fer -
ences be tween the elec tor ate for L. Kuchma and the elec tor ate for P.
Symonenko. Com par ing to the elec tor ate for L. Kuchma, the elec tor ate
for P. Symonenko give more high ap praisal to fi nan cial pos si bil i ties, ac -
cess to the mass me dia, ad min is tra tive pos si bil i ties, mem ber ship of
party and ap pli ca tion of “dirty” po lit i cal tech nol o gies; the elec tor ate for
L. Kuchma as sess higher suc cess ful pre vi ous activity, good reputation
and personal charisma.
In the poll con ducted in Jan u ary 2000 (two months af ter the Pres i -
den tial Elec tions), re spon dents got an open ques tion: “What did mainly
in flu ence your choice?” 1335 peo ple of 1810 (73.8%) an swered this
ques tion. This un usu ally high per cent age of an swers to the open ques -
tion of a ques tion naire (es pe cially when peo ple filled the ques tion naire
on their own) means that this topic is urgent for respondents.
The an swers to the open ques tion were di vided into fol low ing groups
ac cord ing to the kind of mo ti va tion.
1. Sol i dar ity (the same views, po si tions) choice. This group con sists 
of an swers where re spon dents man i fested trust in can di date, ac -
cep tance of his pro gram, per sonal kind feel ings, and pos i tive ap -
praisal of his previous activity.
2. Com pro mise (forced) choice — the an swers like “there was not the
best”, “to choose the lesser of two evils”, “afraid of chang ing”,
“better not to change”, etc.
3. Pro test choice — “against his com pet i tor”, “oth ers are worse”, dis -
ap point ment, fear (“against com mu nists”, “do not want the old
times” or “against Kuchma, not sat is fied with Kuchma’s work”).
4. “Choice of hope” — the an swer like “I hope life is go ing to be
better”,“I hope that this can di date will sta bi lize the econ omy”,
“I hope that inflation will stop”.
5. De ter mined choice be cause of the liv ing con di tions, sit u a tion in
the coun try, pros pects of de vel op ment (“bad liv ing con di tions”,
“bad econ omy”, “wor ried about the fu ture of Ukraine, children”,
etc.)
6. Con form ing — con cil i at ing, com pany choice (af fected by fam ily,
friends, mass me dia, pro pa ganda, pres sure).
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7. With out ex pla na tion choice — eva sive an swers (“do not know
why”, “can not re mem ber”, “does not mat ter”, etc.)
8. Other an swers.
Ta ble 2 pres ents the data on mo tives due to which peo ple voted for one 
can di date or the other.
Ta ble 2
Mo tives of Po lit i cal Choice (The 2nd Round of the Pres i den tial
Elec tions of the 1999) Ac cord ing to Po lit i cal Pref er ences*
Kind of choice
mo ti va tion
Elec tor ate for
L. Kuchma
N = 735
Elec tor ate for 
P. Symonenko
N = 375
To tal
(An swered the
open ques tion) 
N = 1335
Sol i dar ity 41.4 39.5 37.1
Com pro mise 19.5  1.9 12.1
Pro test 11.0 21.9 16.2
Choice of hope  9.1 15.5 10.0
De ter mined  1.9  9.1  4.5
Con form ing  8.6  5.1  7.3
With out ex pla na -
tion  5.4  3.1  8.5
Other an swers  3.1  3.9  4.3
To tal 100.0 100.0 100.0 
*The ta ble does not in clude the data on the re spon dents who did not vote in the 2nd round for
L. Kuchma or P. Symonenko (did not take part, voted against both, can not re mem ber for whom
they voted). 
The kind of elec toral choice mo ti va tion re flects the level of peo ple’s po -
lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion as one of the in di ca tors re lated to the gen eral level of
their po lit i cal culture.
Here we re gard po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion as an un der stand ing of a per -
son of his/her so cial and eco nomic in ter ests as well as clear idea about
what po lit i cal forces (po lit i cal par ties, lead ers) he/she is ready to make
rep re sen ta tives of his/her in ter ests in the power bod ies. The higher level
of po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion among pop u la tion ex ists, the more fa vor able
sit u a tion for the ra tio nal model of democratic electoral system.
“Sol i dar ity” mo tive of choice means not only po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion
but also po lit i cal sol i dar ity when peo ple know the po lit i cal plat form ac -
cept able for them and find cer tain rep re sen ta tives of this po lit i cal force
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in the po lit i cal spec trum. “Com pro mise” and “pro test” mo ti va tion mean
that peo ple have some idea about po lit i cal force which could cor re spond
(or not) to their in ter ests but they can not find an ad e quate rep re sen ta -
tive in the list of can di dates (so they choose “the less bad” or vote against
the worst). Mo ti va tion re lated to hopes (as a rule, for the better life) or ap -
ply ing to the cur rent con di tions (“it is im pos si ble to live like this”) means
that po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion has not formed yet but some grounds for it
have been laid (peo ple see links be tween their liv ing con di tions and po lit -
i cal choice). At last, “con form ing” (ad vice of fam ily, boss, etc.) or “with out
ex pla na tion” (“do not know why”, “do not re mem ber”) mo tives mean the
low general level of political culture without any starting basis for po lit i -
cal identification. 
If we re struc ture the data on choice mo tives ac cord ing to the level of
po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion, we can have a dis tri bu tion of Ukrai nian pop u la -
tion as to the level of po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion (see Table 3). 
Ta ble 3
Level of Po lit i cal Iden ti fi ca tion in De pend ence
on Po lit i cal Pref er ences*
Level of po lit i cal
iden ti fi ca tion
Elec tor ate for
L. Kuchma
N = 735
Elec tor ate for
P. Symonenko
N = 375
To tal
(An swered the
open ques tion)
N = 1335
High level (Iden ti fi ca tion
with sol i dar ity) 41.4 39.5 37.1
Mid dle level (Iden ti fi ca -
tion with out sol i dar ity) 30.5 23.8 28.3
Low level (Grounds for
iden ti fi ca tion) 11.0 24.6 14.5
Lack of iden ti fi ca tion
(Gen eral low po lit i cal cul -
ture)
14.0  8.2 15.8
Other an swers  3.1  3.9  4.3
To tal 100.0 100.0 100.0 
The pre sented data show a rather low level of po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion
among Ukrai nian pop u la tion. Even the part of peo ple who made their
choice on the day of elec tion in cludes only 40% of those who have sol i -
dar ity with the pol i ti cians they voted for. It could be mostly ex plained by
the weak po lit i cal spec trum pre sented for mak ing choice on the po lit i cal
Struc ture of Po lit i cal Suc cess Fac tors as an In di ca tor of Po lit i cal Di rec tion in Elec toral Sys tem De vel op ment
Ukrai nian So cio log i cal Re view, 2002–2003 49
“mar ket”: many elec tors could not find “their” can di dates and were
forced to vote ac cord ing to com pro mise (12%) or pro test (16%) mo tives.
The com pro mise and pro test mo ti va tion is an ev i dence of peo ple’s iden ti -
fi ca tion po ten tial: they know whom they want (or do not want) to see in
the bal lot but they can not find these can di dates there. Such a “forced”
choice means that 28% of elec tors have a cer tain level of po lit i cal iden ti fi -
ca tion al though can not find can di dates whose po lit i cal po si tions and
per sonal qual i ties could make them ready for the sol i dar ity choice to -
tally cor re spond ing to their in ter ests. Hopes as a mo tive for vot ing or ap -
ply ing to a wish to live in better con di tions are ev i dences of a low level of
po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion when liv ing in de moc racy, peo ple do not to tally re -
al ize that con di tions of life con sid er ably de pend on their po lit i cal choice.
So, ap prox i mately 15% of elec tors are of low level of po lit i cal iden ti fi ca -
tion. At last, 15% of elec tors make their choice with the help of ad vice
taken from fam ily, friends, bosses or sim ply can not ex plain their choice;
this part has a low gen eral level of po lit i cal cul ture.
Fi nally, 60% of elec tors who did not man i fested their sol i dar ity with a
cer tain po lit i cal force pre sented on the all-na tion elec tions con sist of
28% who could not find the can di date cor re spond ing to their in ter ests
on the po lit i cal scene and 32% were not ready to democratic elections.
Al though both parts of vot ers hav ing sol i dar ity with their can di dates,
L. Kuchma and P. Symonenko, are sim i lar in quan tity (near 40%), there
are cer tain dif fer ences in their struc tures of elec tor ate’s po lit i cal cul -
ture. For ex am ple, L.Kuchma’s elec tor ate has more peo ple who iden ti -
fied their po lit i cal in ter ests but had no sol i dar ity with the can di date pre -
sent ing their in ter ests (30.5% of L. Kuchma’s elec tor ate ver sus 23.8% of
P. Symonenko’s elec tor ate), whereas P. Symonenko’s elec tor ate has mo -
re peo ple with a low level of po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion (24.6% of P. Symo -
nenko’s electorate versus 11.0% of L. Kuchma’s electorate).
How ever, these dif fer ences do not change the main con clu sion that
the cur rent elec toral sit u a tion in Ukraine is char ac ter ized by a low level
of po lit i cal sol i dar ity of elec tors with can di dates who pre tend to be ing
rep re sen ta tives of their in ter ests. In our opin ion, the low level of elec tors’
po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion is (to a great ex tent) a con se quence of “poor po lit i -
cal mar ket” — lack of po lit i cal fig ures with clear po lit i cal pro grams ad e -
quate to the main economic interests of citizens.
In the elec toral sit u a tion, the low level of po lit i cal sol i dar ity among
Ukrai nian cit i zens (caused by the “poor po lit i cal mar ket” and the “low
level of po lit i cal cul ture and po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion of pop u la tion”) be -
comes not only a “fac tor of un cer tainty” of po lit i cal suc cess for a can di -
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date in elec tions (re sults of elec tion are al most un pre dict able), but also
ham pers gen eral de vel op ment of democratic model for electoral system.
Con clu sions
1. In eval u a tion of po lit i cal suc cess fac tors by var i ous par tic i pants of
elec toral pro cess (ex perts and pop u la tion), there are com mon ten -
den cies and cer tain cor po rate dif fer ences. The gen eral ten dency is
isomorphism of hi er ar chy struc tures of po lit i cal suc cess fac tors: the
high est ap praisal (by both ex perts as a whole and pop u la tion) was
given to ad min is tra tive and fi nan cial pos si bil i ties of can di dates, their 
ac cess to the mass me dia; then, as to a sig nif i cance or der, per sonal
fea tures of can di dates; fac tors of party and po lit i cal force; fac tors of
po lit i cal man age ment (po lit i cal tech nol o gies), and, at last, po lit i cal
luck fac tor. The as sess ments given by ex perts as a whole are close to
the ones made by pop u la tion, but dif fer ent groups of ex perts rep re -
sent ing var i ous pro fes sional com mu ni ties which take part in elec -
toral pro cesses (pol i ti cians, politologists, jour nal ists, high gov ern -
ment of fi cials) re vealed cer tain dif fer ences in eval u a tion of po lit i cal
suc cess fac tors. Anal y sis of these dif fer ences is an ev i dence of cor po -
rate in ter ests — an in ten tion to make the ap praisal of their pro fes -
sional ac tiv ity in pro vi sion of elec toral can di dates with po lit i cal suc -
cess higher.
2. Now in Ukraine, the most in flu en tial fac tors of elec toral po lit i cal suc -
cess are the fol low ing: a) plenty of ad min is tra tive op por tu ni ties;
b) plenty of fi nan cial op por tu ni ties; and c) wide ac cess to the mass
me dia. Firstly, these fac tors are lead ing in the struc ture hi er ar chy ac -
cord ing to eval u a tions of all par tic i pant of elec toral pro cess; sec ondly, 
they have the most “ex ter nal con sis tency” — be tween as sess ments of
all ex pert groups and pop u la tion (a nar row range of as sess ments).
More over, in peo ple’s com pre hen sion, these “means of po lit i cal fight”
are com bined in the one (de ci sive) fac tor of “ad min is tra tive-me dia-fi -
nan cial po ten tial”, this fact is con firmed by co ef fi cients of in ter nal
con sis tency (Cronbach’s al pha) for these fac tors. Tak ing into ac count 
that Ukrai nian laws de clare: a) im pos si bil ity to com bine gov ern men -
tal post and busi ness with “plenty of fi nan cial op por tu ni ties” and b)
in de pend ence of the mass me dia, we can sup pose that as sess ments
made by par tic i pants of elec toral pro cesses were af fected by the real
po lit i cal prac tice in Ukraine (con tra dict ing to laws of the coun try). As
a re sult, these fac tors (ad min is tra tive, fi nan cial and in for ma tional)
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unite in a sin gle mov ing force of po lit i cal suc cess. The point is that the 
unity of these fac tors in peo ple’s com pre hen sion con firms that now
in Ukraine most pop u la tion as a norm of po lit i cal life ac cepts  cor -
ruption. 
3. The cur rent elec toral field of Ukraine is char ac ter ized by a low level of
po lit i cal po si tions cer tainty for the main ac tors of elec toral pro cess
(po lit i cal forces, on the one hand, pop u la tion, on the other). Po lit i cal
re group ing of par ties and blocks — the prin ci pal sides com pet ing for
elec tors’ votes are of ten out of any po lit i cal logic, even qual i fied polito -
logists can not fol low it in time. In this sit u a tion, it is prac ti cally im -
pos si ble for elec tors to com pre hend the spe cific fea tures of po lit i cal
po si tions, pro grams, strat e gies of dif fer ent par ties and blocks. In ad -
di tion, po lit i cal cul ture of peo ple is char ac ter ized by a big part of
those who have not de ter mined their po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion.
4. Sig nif i cant im por tance of the “ad min is tra tive re sources” fac tor (sup -
ported by fi nan cial re sources and the mass me dia) to gether with a low 
level of po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion for the main ac tors of elec toral pro cess
(both pol i ti cians and pop u la tion) es sen tially strength ens a “re verse”
vec tor of dem o cratic elec toral sys tem de vel op ment. 
5. In Ukraine as in other coun tries, while the dem o cratic elec toral sys -
tem de vel ops, there de velop agents of elec toral pro cess — groups of
in ter ests pro fes sional ac tiv ity of which can ac tively af fect elec toral
pro cess (politologists, jour nal ists, po lit i cal tech nol o gists, poll sters,
etc.). When ruled by cor po rate in ter ests, im me di ate prag matic ad -
van tages start to pre vail over pro fes sional eth ics, in the elec toral field, 
there ap pear ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing vec tors that dis tort a di rect
line of ra tio nal de vel op ment for the dem o cratic elec toral sys tem. In
the cur rent pe riod of elec toral sys tem de vel op ment in Ukraine, the
most man i fested “ma nip u la tive-mys ti fy ing” vec tor is de ter mined by
prag matic in ter ests of such an elec toral pro cess agents as jour nal ists 
(po lit i cal cor re spon dents). How ever, pop u la tion and qual i fied ex perts
did not as sess “tech no log i cal” (“ma nip u la tive”) fac tors of po lit i cal
suc cess very high. 
6. For the cur rent pe riod of dem o cratic elec toral sys tem de vel op ment in
Ukraine, the prin ci pal ob sta cle is a “re verse” vec tor that; a) forms due
to pos si bil i ties of pro vid ing po lit i cal suc cess in elec tions with ad min -
is tra tive re sources; b) is strength ened by le git i mi za tion (in the mass
con scious ness) of the fact that ad min is tra tive, fi nan cial and in for ma -
tional means are com bined in a sin gle fac tor of elec toral suc cess (this
is an ev i dence of a low level of ju rid i cal cul ture); and c) has fa vor able
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con di tions for spread ing be cause of low po lit i cal iden ti fi ca tion of peo -
ple be ing an ev i dence of low po lit i cal cul ture. 
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